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CONTROVERSIAL. what you call sophistry, when that sophistry is 


Iam not misinformed, convinciag Methodists 
also that you have as yet been unable to defend 
the doctrine you profess? If this be your opin- 
ion, dear Sir, follow the dictates of your mind. 
There are many people of good judgment who 
will read both sides, with a desire te learn the 
truth, and to such { am willing to submit my ar- 
guments. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


REPLY TO REV. MR. 8COTT. 


Dear Sir,—I cannot express the regret I felt 
on reading your third essay, which was publish- 
eda fortnight since, a sincere regret arising 
from the manner in which you are disposed to 
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‘discuss subjects that you allow are “of immense 
interest.” This regret is increased by the re- 
flection that you accuse me of the very things 
which every person of judgment must know you 
are doing, and it is still more increased when I 
see it my duty to expose in a professed follower 
of Jesus Christ, art and deception. I had hope 
when this controversy commenced that it would 
not be carried on in the way controversies with 
us hitherto have been. I had hope that you, 
and your brethren through you would attempt to 
shew, that the passages of scripture which you 
apply to the future state are justly so applied, 
and that the explanation we give of those passages 
is incorrect. After the most. careful and candid 
examination, Universalists have believed that 
the passages of Scripture which have been gen- 
erally used to prove the doctrine ofa future 
state of misery, are justly applied only to the 
concerns of this life. Men of prudence, of judg- 
ment, of unsuspected and unimpeachable houes- 
ty, with strong predilections for the leng-estab- 
lished sentiment of punishment in the future 
state for the sins“ of this life, from the most 
thorough search, have been convinced that the 
scriptures generally used to prove that senti- 
ment were wrongly applied. And against their 
temporal interest, at the risk of the loss of all 
earthly friends, and almost against their wishes, 
have been constrained by the force of truth 
alone to avow this to the world. We have beg- 
ged of our opposing brethren, again and again, 
to shew us wherein we misapply the Scriptures, 
and have ever manifested a willingness to un- 
derstand and explain them by the fairest and 
most approved rules of interpretation. But 
when they write, their principal object is to 
bring together a string of texts, sometimes sim- 
ply quoting them without any remarks, but very 
seldom attempting to shew that the use theymake 
of them is just. And this practice has been contin- 
ued until it is disgusting to us. 
have adopted it, and inform me that you mean 
to adhere to it. In fact, you begun with this're- 
solution, as | learn frem your last. You ‘fixed 
on a subject for each communication,” a meas- 
ure which would prevent entirely a notice of 
any thing Ishouldsay. If youare satisfied with 
this course; pursue it; but I give you to under- 
stand, and I wish you not to forget it, that it is 
considered you do not pay attention to what 
should be the principal object of discussion be- 
tween us. Ihave not the least objection to 
submit the argument on both sides to the can- 
did; but | wish to have that argument devoted 
to the right object. Is it of more importance 
simply to, lay a subject before the reader, than to 
defend it? 4s it of more importance in your 
estimation to preserve the original method of 
writing which you adopted, than it ts to expose 


You, Mr. Scott, | 


assumption, 


The painful duty now devolves upon me of 
exposing what I consider to be art and decep- 
tion. practised upon the reader. After baving 
read your communication, | made several at- 
tempts in my own mind to exeulpate you from 
this charge, but I could find no way to do it, 
without imputing to you more ignorance than I 
am willing to. If you had conducted the matter 
pending between us fairly, I should have been 
relieved from what I feel to be a very disagree- 
able part of my duty; but I cannot consent to 
let it pass witheut remark, when the effect of 
the art, if it should succeed, would be injurious 
to me. 

You accuse me of a want of closeness and ae- 
curateness, and that I “every where abound in 
evasion, assumption, illogical deduction and decla- 
mation.” The charge of evasion you repeat, 
and state that you might derive “considerable 
advantage” by noticing my evastveness. You in- 
sinuate that I fly off and evade’ the point, misrep- 
resent your arguments, declaim when | should rea- 
son, “and raise a dust whew light is needed.”— 
Surely censure must be very plenty where it 
rains down thus in showers. 


You endeaver to make the reader believe 
that the reason why you do not “go into an- 
swers and rejoinders” is, because ‘in this way 
an important discussion often degenerates into 


personalities and invectives.”’ I suppose you mean 


by ‘ personalities,’ personal charges. Now that 
this isnot the real reason why you do not “go 
into answers and rejoinders,” is proved by the 


fact, that immediately after you tell the reader, 
this is the reason, you yourself deal out a most} 
| copious portion of invectives and personal char- 

If you had any very great objection to, 
you would not have) 
poured them out upon me so plentifully and) 
gratuitously; and if you have no objection, (as 
all will judge) then the reason you assigned was | 
| not the real one. 


ges. 
dealing in ‘ invectives,’ 


lam very far from believing that you were 


sincere in charging me with declamation, evasion, | 
sophistry, misrepresentation, &c. You 
know, in my opinion, that this charge is ground-’ 
less; and it is a proof that you 
ter to offer. 
say something, and if you had had any thing 
else, you would have withheld charges which 
reflect so much discredit upon you. Do you think 
you can make people believe, even your own, 
brethren, that if my communications possess the 
character you describe, you would not have 
spent 
you will never ma 
always very difficult for a man to make othe 
believe what he does not believe himself. 


You said this because you must 


one moment in pointing it out? No Sir, 


had nothing bet-. 


ke them believe it, and it is’ 
rs' future judgment constantly in view, cap make 
(calculations to lead hie fellow men astray. Wonld 


NO. 34. 


Another instance in which I think you intend- 


confirming Universalists in their opinions, and if|}ed to deceive the reader, is found in the com- 


plaints you make, that you are pinched for the 
want of room. You say it would take a volume 
to treat each of your subjects fully. You state 
that your ‘limits’ require great brevity, &c; 
All this is said to cause the reader to believe 
that you would defend yourself, if you had room. 
But, Sir, you have more room now in the Maga- 
zine than you know what to do with. This is 
evident from yeur repeating your communica- 
tiens. Who will believe that you would do this, 
if you were pinched for want of room? One of 
your longest paragraphs is occupied by the reca- 
pitulation of your second essay. You also bring 
forward a passage of Scripture, and remark 
upon if, which you quoted in your first essay, 
the remarks being very near the same which 
you made at first. After all'this, can you make 
even your own brethren believe that you want 
room to defend yourself? Was not as much 
room granted you as you asked for? Will the 
Editors of Zion’s Herald grant the Universalists 
as much as we have granted you ? 

Moreover, it is exceedingly ungenerous, af- 
ter we have opened our columns to you and 
your brethren through you, that you should fii 
them up with recapitulations & parts of commu- 
nications which have been already published 
and which I have patiently answered, when you 
do not even attempt to defend yourself against 
the reasons I offered to shew that you misap- 
plied the Scriptures. Place yourself in my cir- 
cumstances. Suppose I had quoted Scripture 
and sent it to the Herald office with my expla- 
nation—that you published it, with remarks 
which you sincerely believed made it plain that 
I had misapplied what I quoted, and then that I 
should quote the same again with nearly the 
same remarks detailed out into distinct heads all 
numbered, and send them to you to republish, 
could you not justly accuse me, not only of 
treating you disrespectfully, but of occupying 
room to no advantage? And then suppose after 
all, that I should complain because I had not 
room enough, and refuse to pay any attention to 
what you said becauselwanted moreroom,what a 
cry would be raised about my illiberality and 
unfairness! And yet this is what | receive from 

ou. How dees this appear in the eyes of the 
public? How will you convince us that all this 
noise about my misrepresentation, and assumption, 
and declamation, and evasion, and sophistry, added 
to your complaints about want of room, can be 
reconciled with sincerity of heart. How will 
you cenvince the public this was not done to 
deceive the unwary reader? Previously to the 
commencement of this discussion, at a personal 
interview in presence of one of our friends, I 
gently cautiened you to write in a good spirit 
and with candor. Raising your eyes to heaven, 
you soleronly declared that you would write 
with a view to that judgment you were to de- 
fend, and with a realizing sense that you shall 
be judged. I thought then that this was an af- 
fectation of solemnity, and now | um convinced 
of it. § see that a man who says he keeps a 
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to God, my Wear ‘Sir, that-these remarks were! committed during the last years, months, weeks, 


t : bet duty to myself and the read-| days, h 
or auifed 7 . tbe If you| of a man’s life,” in distinction from his other 


er required that they should be made. 


hours and minutes, yea, the last moment 


ever shall be able to shew that | have misjudg- | sins, shall be punished eternally, or, to follow 


ed, | will cheerfully retract what | have said.— | 
But it is my resolution to expose every thing I 


see elther in argument or conduct which has @) 


tendency to lead the mind of the reader from 
; 


1 will row advance to the consideration of| 


truth. 


the passages you produce to defend future pun- 
ishment. | suppose that these are the “direct 
proof of future punishment,” which you promis- 
ed in your last. You say “the very design of a 
discussion, and above all of a theological discus- 
sion, requires that subjects be examined closely, 
defined accurately, and proved logically.” 1 call 
upon you and the reader to ascertain whether ! 
ilo not meet the full force of your arguments, 
vod shew that you misapply the scriptures.— 
You first quote those passages in which the 
words everlasting, eternal and forever are applied 
to punishment. lo relation to these you observe, 
“I shall not now urge, as | might do, that the 
same words which in the above passages * are 
applied to the doration of future punishment, 
are the strongest we have to express the eter- 
nal existence of God, and the endless felicity of 
the snints, and therefore, ought to be taken in 
their most literal and obvious sense.” 

Let us see if these words are “direct proof of 
future punishment.” Let us see if you have 
“examined closely, defined accurately, and proved 
logically.” See the following passages: “And | 
will give unto thee, and to thy seed after thee, 
the land wherein thou art a stranger, all the 
land of Canaan, for an everlasting possession.” — 
Gen. xvii. 8. Will the Jews possess the land 
of Canaan to all eternity ? or do they even now 
possess it? “The utmost bound of the everlast- 
ang hills.” xlix. 26. Do you believe that these 
hills will exist to all eternity ? or do you even 
believe that they will exist until the time of 
judgment for which you contend? You think the 
earth will be burned up. “For their anointing 
shall surely be an everlasting priesthood, through- 
out their generations.” Exod. xl. 15. Do you 
believe this priesthood will remain unto all eter- 
nity? Do you not believe that it has already 
been superceded by Christ? See Heb. vii. 11, 
12. Now there isno need of saying much when 
a little is sufficient. [| make the appeal directly 
to you. Do you believe that the word everlast- 
ing in these instances signifies duration without 
any end? No, you do not. 
name of reason, do you bring forward passages 
simply because the word everlasting, or eternal, 
or forever occurs in them? 
closely, this is proving logically ! 


This is examining | 
If these words | 


Scarlett, @onianly ? No. Yhen what does your 
argument rest upon? Jf aman by despair and 
an excessive sorrow be driven to the dreadful 
alternative of taking his own life, is it nota 
proof that sim has already struck “a dart through 
his liver”? Prov. vii. 23. Is it a proof thata 
man is not punished because his sins compel him 
to become his own executioner? ‘To whata 
depth of moral degradation must he have failen, 
and is this no punishment? If you had paid 
sufficient attention to a scripture argument 
which I offered in my last reply, you would 
have seen that it completely invalidated your 
reasoning. For if a man is punished by his own 
wickedness and backslidings, then there is no 
necessity of waiting till he has finished sinning 
in order to commence his punishment. Jeremi- 
ah says, “thine own wickedness shall correct thee, 
and thy backslidings shall reprove thee.” The 


. - . . ; 
wicked sometimes are their own punishers. In 


cases of suicide, the sin is the intention to do the 
deed, the execution of it may be the punishment. 

2. “lo the second class,” you say, ‘I place 
those scriptures which represent ancient sihners 
as suffering the righteous judgments of God, 
after leaving this world.” I shall net notice 
Mat. x. 15, because you have paid no attention 
to what | have already said on that text, and it 
is unnecessary to repeat it; See p. 103 of the 
Magazine. But you quote a passage from Jude, 
verse 7,“Eyven as Sodom and Gomorrah, and 
the cities about them, in like manner giving 
themselves over to fornication, and going afler 
strange flesh, are set forth for an example, suf: 
fering the vengeance of eternal fire.” Is this 
proof direct ? Have you examined it closely ? 
Have you defined accurately how it is proof?— 
Do you reasou Jogically upon the subject? The 
word eternal has already been considered.— 
What were Sodem and Gomorrah set forth for? 
As if to point me to the circumstance by which 
your application of the passage is shewn to be 
wrong, you are particular to say, “they are set 
forth for an example.” For an example to whom, 
people in this world, or some other? You 
again furnish an answer, misquoting the words 
of Peter, which I will quote correctly, “an en- 
sample unto those that after should live ungodly.” 


Now you will observe, that the eternal fire which | 


Sodom, Gomorrah and the cities about them 


Then why, in the! suffered, was an. example to mankind in this 
; world ? 


How then can this fire be in another 
world? But you say, “this example could not 
be in the literal. destruction of those cities.” 
What is this? Jt 7s an assertion. Whose asser- 


3, In the third place you quote Joho viii. 21, 
24. “Ifye believe not that 1 am he, ye shall die 
in your sins.” You should have proved that 
Jesus here refered to natural death. Have you 
done this? No. Have you attempted to do it? 
No. Did you think I should do it for you? or 
did you think you might get along without prov- 
ing it? Is this “examined closely, defined accu 
rately, and proved logically” 2? Cruden supposes 
that the word dead was used in at least eleven 
different senses in the Bible; and yet you quote 
the passage as though the word was never used 
in more than one sense, and then in the very 
sense you wish to give it. Is this direct proof? 
| sball- know in future, when | hear that you 
have proved a thing directly, how you have suc 
ceeded. What child that reads the Bible is ig- 
porant of the fact, that the destruction, dispersion 
and captivity of the Jews is represented by 
death? Read Ezek. xxxvii. Shortly after Jesus 
spake the words under examination, the Jews 
died in the same sense the prophet represents 
them asdead. 

But suppose we get over this subject as easily 
as possible, and grant for the sake of saving our 
opposing brethren trouble, that Jesus refered to 
natural death, and moreover, that when the 
Jews died in that sense, they were sinners, what 
will be the result? Willit prove that the Jews 
will be raised into the future state corrupt and 
sinful? No. You see how direct your proot is, 
Do you think, Sir, if you should die in your pre- 
sent condition, that you would die free from sin ? 
If you use the Lord’s prayer, you pray that your 
sins may be forgiven. Should you have any de- 
licacy in answering this question upon your own 
authority, take advice about it from your friends, 
Those who make much talk about the Jews, for- 
get that they themselves will die sinners; (for 
we are all more or less sinful) but while they 
have no doubt concerning their own future hap- 
piness, they are most zealor# in endeavoring to 
prove that tbe Jews will be excluded from the 
favor of God time without end. ' 

But you say, that when we are removed from 
this state of being, we ‘tare taken away from 
the gospel and the means of grace—from in- 
struction and prayer, and from being the subjects 
of the intercession of Christ, and the drawings 
of the Holy Spirit.” How you know this | can 
by no means conceive. That men are subjects 
of these gracious privileges in this life you al- 
low; and as if you were fearful you should be 
called upon to prove your assertion that they 
will not be hereafter, you call on me to disprove 
it, and to do it by the Bible. but, Sir, your 
mere assertions are not of sufficient importance in 
my view to receive so much attention. be- 
seeching me earnestly not to tell you “this is 


had not occurred in the texts you quote, should | tion? Mr. Scoit’s. Does he attempt to prove it.| @8sumption,” you draw your inference from it, 


you have quoted them? No. 


Then you bring | No. 


Here, then, is a remarkable case. 


logical deduction, and who says that a theologi- 


A man|that ‘“‘those who die in their sins, receive the.r 


forward as “direct proof of future punishment”) who accuses his opponent of assumption and il-| Punishment in the future state.” 
that which you yourself allow is applied to} 


And after all 
{ must believe that this is examining «subjects 


things already come to an end. Instances are! cal discussion requires that subjects be examin- closely, defining them accurately and proving 


too numerous for me to 
words are used in this sense 


to signify an age only, they must sometimes ap- 
ply to future punishment, because some men 
commit sins when the 


You instance cases of suicide as proof. _Is this 
“direct proof of future punishment” ? 


“examined closely and proved logically”? Does 


the Bible any where inform us, that “the sins! 


* Mat. xxv. 46. 
31,32. Hebd. i. 2. 
ex. I, 


Mark iii. 29, compare with Mat. xii. 
Jude, verse 7. Rey. xiy. il, and 


Is this] 
; 


quote in which these ed closely, defined accurately, and proved logically, 


: ; ‘ | gives us his assertion and nothing else, to turn 
You think, however, that allowing the words! 


an entire argument in his favor! ‘Then one 


| thing is certain: his communication is pot what 


he says it ought to be. The fire of which Jude 


it sins y haye not an age before | speaks | suppose to be the fire by which Sodom 
them in this world in which to be punished.— | and Gomo 


nd rrah were destroyed, called eternal, or 
aionios, on account of the great length of time 
it lasted. Whitby says, “This fire lasted from 
Abraham’s time till after the Apostolic age ; and 
was burning in the time of Philo Judzus, the 
beginning of the second century.” Here we 
see these cities suflered the vengeance of that 


them logically ! 

4. You observe, “In the fourth class, I put 
those passages which teach “the bypocriie?s 
hope shall perish; whose hope shall be cut off, 
and whose trust shail be a spider’s web.” Job 
viii. 13, 14. De tell me, Sir, how you knew 
that these words refer to the future state? J 
have read them a great many times and the 
never even reminded me of it. 
ter of them had reterence to the things of this 
life is evident from the context. “Whose hope 
shall be cut off, and whose trust shall be a spi- 
der’s web. He shall lean upon his house, but it 


fire for a long time; bat who can suppose it was} Shall not stand; he shail hold it fast, bot it —. il 


‘in the future state? 


,notendure. He is green before the sun, and h%s 


d 


Vhat the wri 


. 
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branch shooteth forth in his garden. His roots| signify an event, consequence, fruit, recompense, says any such thing, nor implies it. It is a quo- 
are wrapped about the heap, and seeth the|a short sum, an impost, or tax, &c. See Park-|tation from Isaiah, which Paul applies to the 
ace of stones.” This language must be strange |hurst. Your sole dependance is placed on the|time of the gospel, called by the prophet and 
warped when applied to the future state. 1} word end, as though it invariably signified final| by Christ, “the acceptable year of the Lord.” Isa. 
sick of answermg such weak attempts to| destination. which is not true. How quickly | Tel 2. Luke iv. 19. Io making this apptication, 
son. And I must remember too, that this is| your proof melts away when brought to theg Paul says, the promised time thea haying arriv- 
what you offer for “‘dircct proof of future pun-|blaze of truth. Why did you not attempt to|ed, “Behold, now is the accepted time, new is 
ishment.” _| prove that the end of which Paul speaks in Phil.| the day of salvation.” As if he bad said, this is 
But you tell me that hypocrites trust in the! iii. 19, refers to the destiny of men in eternity ?! the time God hath accepted, this is the day of 
doctrine of Universal Salvation. If you badsaid| What good does it effect to produce passages, salvation which he hath appointed. The view 
they put their trust in the moon, you would not) unlessit can be shewn that they necessarily re-| of the subject now given is illustrated by every 
have gone more widely off from the truth.—/| fer to the subject to which you apply them? passage in which euprosdektos occurs. The time 
What did those hypocrites trust in of whom Je-| You produce this passage, “they shall bring) was distinguished from that which was past and 
sus Christ said so mach when he was on earth {| upon themselves swift destruction.” I have al-/not from time to come. If a law should be 
They “trusted in themselves that they were|ready attended to it. See p. 102.. Who will) enacted by congress, that, in five years, ail the 
righteous, and despised others.” They thanked | believe that you are crowded for want of roost, /slaves in the United States should be free, when 
God that they were not as other men were.—|when you produce passages I have already | that time came, how properly might they say, 
‘Lake xviii. 9,11. They loved their neighbors considered? Mr. Scott, do you love to read|/“behold, now is the accepted time, now is the 
and hated their enemies. Mat. v.43. hey!the Bible? If you do, see Ezek. vi. a chapter} day of salvation.” It would be a time congress 
did all their works to be seen of men; they selected ont of many to which I might refer you,! bad accepted as a day of deliverance and salva- 
“shat up the kingdom of heaven against men”;,in which you will find an end, the day of trou-|tion to the slaves. Is there the least insinua- 
they devoured widow’s housés and for a pre- ble, fury, anger, destruction, all come upon men; tion in the passage you prove that this time will 
tence made long prayers ; they compassed sea in this state. everend? None at all. Your proof is very di- 

_ and land to make one proselyte, and when they You also quote the following: “they shall ut-| rect! 
had made him. he was twofold more the child; terly perish in their own corruption.” Have} You quote thirdly, Isaiah ly.6. “Seek ye the 
of hell than themselyes: they made clean the you examined this closely ? Does the passage | Lord while he may be found, call ye upon him 
outside of the cup and of the plaiter, but within say, they shall utterly perish in the future state gi Hig he is near.” What does Isaiah “ay here 

/ 


they were fuil of extortion and excess, being No. Does it say, they shall utterly perish in| abont God’s accepted time, or the day va- 
like unto whited sepulchres, which indeed ap- fire and brimstone? No. 1t means what it says.|/tion? Nothing. What does he say about the 
pear beantitul outward, but are within fuil of What were they to perish in? ‘Their-own cor-|fature state? Nothing. Can we even prove 
dead men’s bones and all uncleanness. They ruption.” If you examine the context you will) from the passage that he believed in any future 
had a particular aversion to sinners, murmuring see that this corruption was unrighteousness, a-| existence ? Certainly not. Reader, this is Mr. 
against Christ and reproaching him because he dultery, and coyetous practices, things which, Scott’s “direct proof of future punishment.” I 
received sinners and ate with them, to whom Je-; you do not believe will take place hereafter— should think a man a wizzard who could prove 
sus offered the unsatisfactory excuse that he But these were the corruptions in which they | future punishment by that which does not prove 
came into the world to save such. heir con-| were to perish. The Christians, partaking the| future existence. Let us drag on to the next 
duct and disposition were such as to be illustrat- divine nature, “escaped the corruption that zs im | passage. 
ed by the elder son, who was angry because his the world through lust” 2 Peter i 4. Jannes| Ezek. xxxiii. 11, “Turn ye, turn ye, from 
sinfui brother was received into favor and who,and Jambres were men of corrupt minds: they! your evil ways: for why will ye die, O house of 
epposed it with more zeal than success; and|/had perished in their own corruption. ‘Lhe|Israel.”* Can we provea future state of exist- 
they were illustrated also by those who mur-;same original word is applied to them that oc-;ence from this text? A child can answer the 
mured against the good man of the house be. | date! 2 Peter ii. 12. You say, “those who ut-| question. The directness of this proof must be a 
cause in the end he treated all the laborers alike. | terly, i. e. wholly perish, cannot be saved.” Here | subject of wonder. 
See Mat. xx. xxiii. Luke xy. Do such people} you contradict yourself, for you contend that no) What comes next? A passage from Hebrews. 
as these trust in Universal Salvation, Sir? No,| man is in so bad a state while in this world that|**To day, if ye will hear his voice, harden not 
No, it is their abomination. ‘They call it wick-|he cannot be saved; and you contradict Jesus) your hearts.” Reader, I sincerely believe that 
ed, they call it dangerous, they call it devilish ;/ Christ, who in the parable of the prodigal shews | the doctrine of future existence is taught in the 
theY trepe for better things. — If all mankind are lus, that although sinners perish, they may find | Bible; but can it be proved from this passage. 
going to heaven, they do not wish to go; and,/favor. When you write again, beseech you) Take the three natural divisions of the passage 
in a word, they think a limited future punish-| to find something which relates to the subject. separately. ‘To day.” Does this prove that 
ment better than none at all. ‘These things are| You have four weeks in which to prepare each|there is a future state? “If ye will hear his 
true, if we can depend upon their own state-| essay, while | am driven to write my replies im-| voice.” Does this prove it? “Harden not your 
ments. It is the hope of this class which is to; mediately on the appearance of yours, pressed} hearts.” Does this? lead them altogether and 
perish. Their traditions will perish, their doc-| at the same time, on every side}by various and|then ask the question. Now unless you can 
trines will perish, and perish in the using.* multiplying avocations. Give more attention to| prove future punishment by that which will not 

Now, Sir, do you believe that the texts;what you write. Produce stronger reasons, if} prove future existence, it is indisputable that 
in which the hypocrite’s hope is said to perish| you have them, that Universalists may know all Mr. Scott utterly fails. When you, kind reader, 
appear to me direct proof of future punishment ?|on which their opponents rely to support their! hear my opponent talk about “direct proof of 
Think you I beticve that a man examines sub-| sentiments. i fature punishment,” you will be enabled to 
jects closely, defines them e«ccurately, or proves| 6. Your “sixth class consists of all those pas-| judge what it is. And you can now see how 
them logically, when he produces such texts as | sages which admonish the impenitent transgres- | closely he examines, how accurately he defines, 
direct proof of a retribution in some other state ;sor to make good use of his opportunities and) and how logicully he proves his subjects. He 
of existence ? means of grace from the consideration that they | says, ‘the plain inference from all these passa- 

6. Your “fifth class of proofs consists of those | will not always last, and that when they end, | ges is, that‘ the accepted time and day of salva- 
texts which assert that the “end” of the impeni- | his condition becomes hopeless.” |tion’ will not always last; and that when these 
teut” is destruction. that they “bring nponthem-| Your first text is John ix.4, “The night com-| end, the case of the impenitent sinner becomes 
selves swift destruction” —that “they shall utter- leth when no man can work.” What does this) hopeless.” ‘The plain inference.” If his proof 
ly perish in their own corruption.” Phil. iii. i9. ; say abeut the means of grace? Nothing. What were direct, there would be no need of making 
© Peter ii. 1—12. 1 wili now point out the de-jis sav! in it concerning a hopeless condition ?/ inferences. “Phe-‘ accepted time and day of 
ticiency of your argument here. ‘Che word end Nothing. It must therefore, be direct proof ef} salvation’ will not always last.” If it were nec- 
is used in the Seriptures with a great variety of | future punishment bead 1 should be glad to go over the passages 
significations. Telos, rendered end, is used to| 2 Cor. vi. 2, comesnext ‘‘Behold now is the |to see if even this is taught by them, but let the 
oat accepted time; behoid now is the day of salya-|reader do it. Let him examine them carefully 
® I cannot surmise how Mat. viii. 22, 23, 26, 27, or|tion.” In order for this passage to express what | one to time, and ask at every one if they prove 
Luke xiii, 23, 24, refer to circumstances in the future| , 9 infer from it, it should be as follows: Behold | what Mr. S. asserts they do. 
state. If you will, therefore, be kind enough to point out | 625 7s the only time for men to accept those condi-| 7. Your seventh class, Mr. Scott, “consists of 
to me wiry they mast have such a reference, I wil: attend | 1) on which their happiness in eternity is sus-| — Tha eat ; ; 

: he reader is requested to look again at p.134, and re- 


to them particularly. Ipoint you to my reply to your | ded OR ae, ey rere Pare 
first essay, pp. 102, 10, for scriptures which will tend to) PONCE", Ane now ts wae ony of salvation which lO’ examine my remarks on the passage, * Ve shall die tn 
iMustrate their meaning. you will end with your life. But the textneither your ving.” 


Ne 


same thing nega- 


136 


passages. which express the 


tively.” 

Mark iii. 29, “Bat he that shall blaspheme a- 
gainst the Holy Ghost hath never forgiveness.” 
Vhe word eternal which occurs in the latter part 
of thi« verse has been considered. See p. 134. 
Your sole dependance here is not upon the 


seose which the Evangelist gives, but upon that, 


ofthe translators. ‘The true sense is not given 
in the common version; io fact the words eis 
ton wiona are scarcely rendered at all. Wake- 
field translates the passage, ‘hath vo forgive- 
ness in this age.” That uiona here does not sig- 
nify eternity, is evident from the parallel pas- 
sage in Mat. where oute en touto to aiona, oute 
en to mellonti is rendered, “neither in this werld, 
neither in the world to come.” Now if aion 
signify eternity when Mark uses it, it does when 
Matthew uses it, and then we have, neither in 
this eternity, neither in the eternity to come.— 
And in Key. xx. 10, we should read, unto the 
eternities of the eternities. Are you willing to 
give to a word a sense which carries such cop- 
fusion into the Holy Scriptures? 

With respect to the parable in Luke xiv. let 
it be explained, as A. Clarke recommends, by 
the help of that in Mat. xxii. And that the con- 
seq es to those who were bidden and did not 
attend are not in the future state is evident from 
the following: “But they made light of it, and 
went their ways, one to his farm, another to his 
merchandize : and the remnant took his servants, 
and entreated them spitefully and slew them. 
But when the king heard thereof, he was wroth : 
and he sent forth his armies and destroyed those 
murderers and burned up their city.” By this, 
says Clarke, “is meant the commission given to 
the Romans against Judea; and burning up their 
city. the total destruction of Jerusalem by Titus, 
the son of Vespasian, which happened about 
forty one years after.” 

You refer me to Mark ix. (misprinted iii.) 43 
to 48. “Where,” you say, “our Lerd repeat- 
edly speaks of punishment as a “fire that never 
shall be quenched,” and as a “worm that dieth 
not.” In relation to this you add, “Surely this 
must imply future punishment.” In answer, | 
will quote a short extract from the review of a 
Sermon by Rev. H. Rufluer, published by me in 
the Universalist Magazine, Vol. vii. page 129: 

«To shew the reader that although he is so confident, 
his proof is inadequate to his purpose, I call his attention 
to the following passages of scripture. ‘ Son of man, set 
thy face toward the south, and drop thy word toward the 
south, and prophecy against the forest of the south field ; 
and say to the forest of the south, hear the word of the 
Lord ; thus’saith the Lord God, behold I will kindle a 
fire in thee, and it shall devour every green tree in thee, 
and every dry tree. the flaming flame shail not be 
quenched, and all faces from the south to the north shall 
be burnt therein. Acnd all flesh shal] see that I the Lord 
have kindled it ; it shall not be quenched.’ Ez. xx. 46 
to 48. Does Mr. R. !e ieve that the forests of Judea are, 
or ever will be in the future state? Or does he even be- 
lieve that the fire thus kindled is now burning? See 
also Isaiah xxxiv. 9, 10, * And the streams thereof (i. e. 
of Idumea, see verse 5,) shall be turned into pitch and 


the dust thereof into brimstone, and the land thereof 


shall become burning pitch It shall not be quenched 
might or day; the smoke thereof shall go up forever ; 
from generation to generation it shall lie waste ; none 
shall pass through it ferever and ever.” Now as surely 
as the land of Idumea was on this earth, so sure has this 
fire no reference to the future state of being. Yet who 
cannot see that the expressions are equally as strong, or 
if there be any difference. stronger than those in the pas- 
sages quoted from Matthew and Mark ; and on which 
Mr. R. so confidently relied as proof of future punish- 


| things ? 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


reader 4 detarinine if the argument of Mr. R. is not now) “great plainness of speec 
completely invalidated. He relied upon our Saviour’s wished to be understood. 


It has been in- 
words, ‘ the fire never shall be quenched,’ to prove. , 
that this fire was, in the future state ; and I have quoted’ tention to meet your arguments fairly, faa we 


several passages from the scriptures in which this and simj- | swer them in a way which would shew you as 
lar language is applied to temporal things, and to thin well as others the insufficiency of age proofs. 
which must necessarily have ceased to burn.— How ean|I close with expressing the hope that you will 


scripture words or phrases be relied on as alone proof of be more careful in selecting scriptures. What 


future punishment, when the sacred writers themselves use| | ja : 1 
them in a limited sense, and in application to temporal | ve before said, on account of its importance, 


|| now repeat. “Ask the following questions in 
‘relation to every passage you quote: Is it direct 


” because | have 


The expression ‘ their worm dieth not’ is no stron 


proof of future punishment than what we have already | proof of future punishment ? Are we informed 


censidered ; for this also was applied by the sacred wri- in the context thal this pupishment is in the fu- 
ters to temporal judgments. See Isa. Ixvi. 23, 24, ‘ And! 


it shall come to pass, that from one new moon to anoth- | ture state? For this the passage must specify, 
i ° 5 mt F * ‘ 

er, and from one sabbath to another, shall all flesh come’ > least imply } te mye be nee ig 
to worship before me, saith the Lord. And they shsl]/ YOU purpose,” | press this ma ter that the 
go forth and look upon the carcasses of the men that | reader may centinually think of it when he reads 
have tran against me; for their worm shall not’ your essays. He will think of it. The public 
die, neither shall their fire be quenched, ; and they shall begin to see that to shew that the passages 
be an abhoring unto all flesh.’ It is evident that this pas-| which the clergy apply to a future state of mis- 


sage must be applied to the things of time only, NowTI, ; y x 
7 8 what proof does Mr. Ruffner derive in favor of the, ery neeessarily rey tm a reference, is a ene 
ear Sir, 


doctrine of future punishment from the two passages| 744 mon. ' 
which he quoted from Matthew and Mark ?”” . ITremain, yours, &c. 

You can now see, Sir, that yeu are surprising- Tuomas Wurrremore. 
ly ignorant of the scriptural use of words: for é 
it is as plain as the sun at noon, that those ex- Py prramwmmrmre yeni: +o Hy, 
pressions whieh you say “surely must imply fu- ar aaih wogiy ms 4 3 
t nishment” are applied by the sacred 
er aN! LINES 

ON THE DEATH OF 


writers to things on the earth. You should ex- 
amine subjects more closely before you make 

CHARLES FRANCIS BOWEN, 
AGED 2 YEARS, 


such sweeping assertions. 
The passage with which you close, is John 

Who was so severely burnt by his clothes taking fix@; 

that he died in two hours after. 


iii, 36. 1 must quote it with your remarks upon 
it. ‘He that believeth not the Son, shall not 
see life: but the wrath of God abideth ov him.” 
“Here one verb is inthe present time, and the 
other in the future; and the piain’ meaning of 
the passage is, “he that believeth not” now, i. e. 
during the time of his day of grace, ‘shall not,” 
after that period, “see life.” Itseemsas though 
you really designed to expose yourself. If the 
explanation you give be ‘the PLain meaning of 
the passage,” how does it happen that you are 
obliged to add so many words to the text in or- 
der to convey that meaning? One thing is very 
plain, and that is, that the passage does not 
stand as you would have it, if yeu had the privi- 
lege of altering the scriptures. All that youde- 


O Thou, whose all pervading eye 
Surveys the path that mortals tread, } 
Whose mandate rules the worlds on high, 
All worlds and beings that are made ; 


O Thou, whose word bids man to live, 
Appoints his pleasure and his pain, 
Whose high and sole prerogative 

Is or to give, or take again ; 


Behold in mercy, at this hour, 
When sorrow rends the parent’s heart, 
And heavenly consolation pour 


pend upon in that passage is the futore tense of Into each breast that feels the smart. G» 
the verb. Cannot a verb be in a future tense As thou didst bid the raging flame 
without refering to the future state ? In the Our child, our joy, and hope devour, 
chapter from which you quoted this passage, So, in the fire of love, again, 
Jesus particularly describes the condemnation Come, Lord, in this afflictive hour. 
of unbelief, and says, verse 18, “he that believ- as ; 
eth not is condemned already.” But you say no, ne my Cuanrues, be ise with Gods— 
tint “dung the'time of his day of grace,” but e fear ul chauge, how soon “tis past ! 
a aan Thine is the bliss, but ours’ the rod; — 

after that period. ; : : 

The bliss, alone, will ever last. i an. 4 


You not only misapply the passage, but you 
take a position, the consequences of which you 
will not allow. You say that those who do not 
believe during the day of grace, to use your 
own terms, will never see life. ‘The unavoida- 
ble consequence of this position is that idiots, 
infants, Jews, and all the heathen that have liy- 
ed or ever shall live without hearing of Christ, 
will be damned forever. Who will be to blame 
for that? The Apostle inquires, “thew shall 
they bear without a preacher?” They most 
evidently are not to blame for a want of faith, if 
they never heard of Christ. I suppose that you, 
with the rest of the clergy, are now in the habit 
of preaching that infants will be saved. But ac- 
cording to your explanation of scripture they 
must all be damned forever. ‘To thee, O Lamb 
of God, shall the. appeal now be made. ‘Thou 


—_—_—_— 


NOTICE.—Mr. Battov, of Boston, is expect- 
ed to preach a Lecture at or near the CENTER 
Meeting House in Wrentham, Mass. on Wednes- 
day the 14th inst. at 2 o’clock, P. M. 
———E 5. a 

Errata.—In Rev. Mr. Scott’s last Essay—1st 
page, Ist column, i6th line from the top, for 
between, read but. Same page, 5th line from the 
teb of the 3d column, for wrest, read rest. Same 
page, 8th line from the bottom, for thous, 
read thousands. 2d page, 7th line from the bot- 
tom, for argument, read arguments. 


———ae 3. ae 
JUST RECEIVED—AND FOR SALE, 


ment. I can refer the reader to Jer. xvii 27, * But if ye| hast said, “suffer the little children to come unto 


will not hearken unto me to hallow the sabbath day ; and! ; . j ing- 
not to bear a burden, even entering in at the gates of Je- es ane ma rm _ oF ates he king 


rusalem on the sabbath day; then will I kindle a fire in 3 : 
the gates thereof, and it shall devour the palaces of Jerusa- l have now gone through with the examina- 


lem, and it shall mot be quenched.’ L call upon the| tion of, your communication. J 


Anat a nN noe n ene ee 


have used 


A SERMON, entitled, “Reasons for believing in Uni- _ 
versalism, or the ultimate Salvation of all Men,” deliver=- 
ed in the First Independent Universalist Church in Hart« 
ford, Con. By Rev. Joun Bisse, Pastor. Second: 
Edition. Auso, 2 Discourses, one on the New Year, the 
other on the Effects of Intemperance. By Rey D Pick. 
ering, of Providence, R I—Price 124 cents each, 


